AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS: 

Figures 1-6 are amended herein to add the designation "(Prior Art)" under each of the 
figure identifiers. 

Attached hereto is an Appendix A including a marked up version shovsdng the changes to 
each of Figures 1-6. 

Attached hereto is an Appendix B including three (3) "Replacement Sheets" for Figures 
1-6 including the proposed changes to Figures 1-6. 



7 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-16 and 19 are pending in the application. 

Claims 1,6, 12 and 19 are amended above to more clearly set forth what it is that the 
Applicant regards and the invention. 

The specification is amended above to add appropriate section headings. 

Figures 1-6 are amended herein to designate each Figure as "Prior Art". 

No new matter has been added to the application by way of these specification, drawing 
and claim amendments. 

The examiner's specification and claim objections and rejections are overcome or they 
are traversed as set forth below. 

L THE SPECIFICATION OBJECTION 

The examiner objected to the specification for lacking headings. 
The examiner's objection is overcome by amending the specification above to insert 
appropriate section headings. 

II. THE DRAWING OBJECTIONS 

The examiner objected to Figures 1-6 for lacking a legend such as "Prior Art". 

The examiner's objection is overcome by amending Figures 1-6 above to include the 
designation "(Prior Art)". A marked up version of Figures 1-6 including the proposed Figure 
changes is attached at Appendix A of this Reply. Formal amended Figures 1-6 are attached at 
Appendix B to this Reply and are designated as "Replacement Sheets". 

III, THE FUKUSHIMA ET AL, PRIOR ART REJECTIONS 

The examiner rejected claims 1-6, 9-13 and 16-19 for being anticipated by Fukushima et 
al. (USP 5,120,830). The examiner also rejected claims 7-8 and 14 as being unpatentable over 
Fukushima et al. Claims 1, 6, 12 and 19, as amended above, clearly establish that the claimed 
invention is directed to OASLM devices that are polarized. Specifically, the claims are amended 
to establish that control electrodes are driven in the "photosensitive direction" or "not in the 
photosensitive direction". A control electrode driven in the claimed manner can only be 
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accomplished by OASLM devices that is polarized. 

In contrast, Fukushima et al. is directed to devices that have a photosensitive layer 
without polarized contacts. In particular, Fukushima et al. expressly states, at column 3, lines 21- 
25 that the photosensitive layer is non-polar. Fukushima et al. also states at column 6, lines 14- 
19, that the use of a polarized photosensitive layer is undesirable. The reference proceeds to 
teach, at lines 19-24 of the same page, that the photosensitive layer is operable to control pulses 
in either positive or negative polarity which would not be the case with the photosensitive layer 
were polarized. Based on at least these excerpts of Fukushima et al., one skilled in the art would 
understand that Fukushima et al. does not disclose or suggest OASLM devices that are polarized. 
For at least this reason, the pending application claims are novel and nonobvious over Fukushima 
et al. 

Claim 6 is directed to a method for operating an OASLM device wherein one part of the 
bipolar pulse actively switches illuminated parts on the OASLM to an on state and the other part 
of the bipolar pulse actively switches non-illuminated parts of the OASLM to an off state. Thus, 
in claim 6, the two parts of the bipolar pulse reinforce each other to produce a stronger switch 
with a higher contrast between two states. The Fukushima et al. device operates differently to 
produce a positive image by using pulse in only one direction. Moreover, Fukushima et al. does 
not produce a negative image with a pulse in the other direction. This feature of Fukushima et al. 
is described at column 3, lines 21-25 and column 5, lines 29-37. It is for at least this reason that 
Fukushima et al. does not disclose or suggest the invention of claim 6. 

Independent claims 12 and 19 are novel and nonobvious over Fukushima et al. for the 
same reasons discussed with reference to claim 1 immediately above. 
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CONCLUSION 

The specification and drawing objections and the claim rejections are overcome as set 
forth above. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of all pending application claims is, 
therefore, courteously solicited. 



Date: November 2, 2006 By: 

A. Blair Hughes 
Reg. No. 32,901 
312-913-2123 t 
hughes@mbhb.com 
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Appendix A 
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Appendix B 
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